
Exam credit
 
Since 1985 the GROL Commercial license has been a life time license.  There seems to be 
no reason not to allow a person who passed one or more elements in the Amateur Radio 
licensing procedure to have a life time credit for those elements.  If it becomes necessary to 
verify that the person requesting the credit is the very same person, perhaps we need to go 
back to including the birth date on the applications.  The Commercial branch has birth dates 
on the original license but that information is not included in the information which is made 
available to the public on the FCC data base.  I agree with the proposed change to Section 
97.505 of the rules.
 
Grace period
 
I agree with the proposed change in the grace period for renewal from two years to 180 days.  
There is not much reason not to make this change because of the reasons indicated in the 
NPRM.  This would include reducing the waiting period for vanity call sign applications to be 
submitted.  If a licensee keeps his/her address up to date in the data base, they will know of 
the upcoming renewal period and have little excuse not to apply for timely renewal.
 
License examination requirements
 
I agree with the proposed reduction of the required number of VE's who are needed to 
supervise or conduct an examination where it is difficult to find a third VE.  There is no reason 
that more VE's could not be used, but it is sometimes difficult to find an Extra Class VE, 
needed under the present rules, to administer the higher class exams.  Perhaps the idea of at 
least two Extra Class VE's plus one more VE of any class could be used.  But even there 
we          sometimes find it very difficult to find the third VE.
 
A few years ago while in North Dakota I tried to find a certified VE to complete a VE test team 
to be able to offer some testing and the closest one I was able to contact was located 54 
miles away (one way).  He considered this to be an excessive distance to be able to help give 
an exam to two people.  I believe there are many times when this would help in a test 
situation, especially in the rural parts of the western states.
 
Remote testing
 
I can certainly see the benefit of this rule modification in many parts of Alaska.  Travel there is 
very difficult or expensive, especially when just one or two exams are to be administered.  
There may be other locations where the same situation exists, but I can certainly see it in 
Alaska.  At least one person, perhaps a certified VE of any level, be present at the exam 
location, but the others could view the exam by remote means.  I like this idea.  Perhaps 
allowing a currently licensed Commercial operator could be certified as a VE.



 
Emission types
 
I agree with the proposed changes in Section 97.3 (c) and Section 97.307 (f)(8).  It makes 
little sense to leave it like it is and have questions about usage of available equipment.
 
Thank you for the opportunity to submit these comments.     Robert Bingham, K9WMP


